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thanked for taking the time to discuss the reasons behind the objections and rejection set forth in the 
Final Office Action. In the Examiner's interview, the Examiner indicated that the features required 
to overcome the objections and rejections were discemable in the higher resolution copy of 
FIGURE 2A but that the FIGURES were not of sufficient quality for an issued patent. To that end, 
formal drawings are submitted herewith. 

Objection to Specification 

The Final Office Action objected to the amendment filed April 3, 2006, because new 
matter was stated to be introduced. The new matter that was stated to be introduced was "first and 
second chambers" and "a second axis which is not colUnear with the second axis... absorbed". 
During the Examiner's interview of June 22, 2006, the Examiner stated that the objection was made 
because these features could not be seen in the revised FIGURE 2A filed with the amendment on 
April 3, 2006. During the Examiner's interview, the Examiner also indicated that these features 
were seen in the higher resolution copy of revised FIGURE 2A submitted on June 22, 2006. 

Formal drawings filed herewith clearly show the above features that were present in but 
not discemable by the Examiner due to low resolution of the informal drawings originally filed with 
the patent application and revised FIGURE 2 A filed with the amendment of April 3, 2006. 

Applicants respectfully submit that submission of the formal drawings herewith 
overcomes the objection to the specification. Applicants respectfiiUy request entry of the formal 
drawings, and reconsideration and allowance of Claims 1-30. 

Objection to Drawings 

The Final Office Action objected to the drawing received April 3, 2006. The Final 
Office Action stated that the informal drawing received April 3, 2006, was not of sufficient quality 
to permit examination. The Final Office Action also objected to the informal drawing for the 
reasons stated regarding the objection to the specification. During the Examiner's interview of June 
22, 2006, the Examiner stated that the objection was made because these features could not be seen 
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in the revised FIGURE 2A filed with the amendment on April 3, 2006. During the Examiner's 
interview, the Examiner also indicated that these features were seen in the higher resolution copy of 
revised FIGURE 2A submitted on June 22, 2006. 

Formal drawings filed herewith clearly show the above features that were present in but 
not discernable by the Examiner due to low resolution of the informal drawings originally filed vnih 
the patent application and revised FIGURE 2 A filed with the amendment of April 3, 2006. Thus, no 
new matter has been introduced. 

Applicants respectfiilly submit that submission of the formal drawings herewith 
overcomes the objection to the drawings and does not introduce any new matter. Applicants 
respectfully request entry of the formal drawings, and reconsideration arid allowance of Claims 1- 
30. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1-30 were objected to because of informalities. The informalities were stated to 
be that newly added limitations in Claims 1,15, and 26 were stated to have not been described or 
shown in the originally filed disclosure and not shown in the originally filed drawings. During the 
Examiner's interview of June 22, 2006, the Examiner stated that the objection was made because 
these newly added limitations could not be seen in the revised FIGURE 2A filed with the 
amendment on April 3, 2006. During the Examiner's interview, the Examiner also indicated that 
these newly added limitations were seen in the higher resolution copy of revised FIGURE 2A 
submitted on June 22, 2006. 

Formal drawings filed herewith clearly show the newly added limitations in Claims 1, 
15, and 26 that were present in but not discernable by the Examiner due to low resolution of the 
informal drawings originally filed with the patent application. 
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Applicants respectfully submit that submission of the formal drawings herewith 
overcomes the objection to the claims. Applicants respectfully request entry of the formal 
drawings, and reconsideration and allowance of Claims 1-30. 

Claim Rejections 

Claims 1-30 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, H 1. The Final Office Action stated 
that the amended claims contain subject matter which was not described in the originally filed 
specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventors, at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. During the 
Examiner's interview of June 22, 2006, the Examiner stated that the rejection was made because 
these newly added limitations could not be seen in the revised FIGURE 2A filed with the 
amendment on April 3, 2006. During the Examiner's interview, the Examiner also indicated that 
these newly added limitations were seen in the higher resolution copy of revised FIGURE 2A 
submitted on June 22, 2006. 

Formal drawings filed herewith clearly show the newly added limitations in Claims 1, 
15, and 26 that were present in but not discemable by the Examiner due to low resolution of the 
informal drawings originally filed with the patent application. 

Applicants respectfully submit that submission of the formal drawings herewith 
overcomes the rejection to the claims. Applicants respectfully request entry of the formal drawings, 
and reconsideration and allowance of Claims 1-30. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Final Office Action stated that Claims 1-30 would be allowable if rewritten to 
overcome the objections and rejections in the Final Office Action. The Examiner is thanked for 
indication of allowable subject matter. 



4 



Application No.: 10/720,650 



Docket No.: BAl-03-1495 (03-1495) 



In view of the remarks set forth above and in conjunction with the submission of formal 



drawings herewith, Applicants respectfully submit that the objections and rejections set forth in the 
Final Office Action have been overcome. Applicants respectfully request entry of the formal 
drawings, and reconsideration and allowance of Claims 1-30. 



Final Office Action have been overcome. Applicants respectfully request entry of the formal 
drawings, reconsideration and allowance of Claims 1-30, and passage of the patent application to 
issue. 

Applicant believes no fee is due with this request. However, if a fee is due, please 
charge our Deposit Account No. 503048, under Order No. BAl-03-1495 (03-1495) from which the 
undersigned is authorized to draw. 

Dated: July 18, 2006 Respectfully submitted. 



CONCLUSION 



In view of the remarks set forth above and in conjunction with the submission of formal 
drawings herewith. Applicants respectfully submit that the objections and rejections set forth in the 
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